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From the (Buffalo) Gospel Advocate. 


CHRIST’S COMING TO JUDGMENT. 
4 Lecture on 2 Thes. i. 6—10, delivered at Rochester, 
N. Y. November 24, 1823, by the 
Rev. J. S. THompson. 





(Continued from page 130.) 


THERE being many who think that the prohibition 
to marry, was peculiar to the catholic defection, a few 
remarks relative to that subject, may therefore be ne- 
cessary in this place. Dr. Whitby in his commentary, 
1 Tim. iv. 1. 1 Cor. vii. 1, has sufficiently demonstrat- 
ed, that it was a philosophical question much agitated 
in the days of Paul, whether it were good to marry? 
Bion, Antisthenes, Menander, Appollonius, Porphyry, 
and the Pythagoreans, in general, held the negative. 

As the Pythagerean philosophy was very popular at 
Corinth and other parts of Greece, the apostle might, 
therefore notice it with disapprobation. But from what 
he says, 1 Cor. vil. 8, 27, 29,40, it is manifest, that 
Pau] could not have considered the prohibition to mar- 
ry as any considerable part of the apostacy. The Ju-| 
daizers were beyond ail others the most remarkably 
peculiar in their restrictions concerning meats. Dr. 
Lightfoot on Acts xv. 20, shows that when the second 
temple was destroyed, the Pharisees who taught that 
it was unlawful to eat flesh or drink wine, said ‘ we 
should ordain among ourselves not to marry.”? The Es- 
seves were disinclined to marry, and the Gnostics, whe 
probably sprang from Menander, held that to eat flesh 
er marry was of the Devil. Hence we sec there is no 
sufficient reason for the peculiar application of this pro- 
hibition to the Roman Catholic Church. 

Objection second. The Coming of Christ, is said to 
take place in the last days, and that event is generally 
called the last day. The Jewish Rabbies admit as a 
general rule, that wherever we meet the phrase, the 
lust days, or the latter days, we should understand it, 
of the days or age of the Messiah. The Targums thus 
interpret the phrase, Gen. xlix. 1, Num. xxiv. 14, Isa. 


» Mal. iv. 6, Ps. xvi. 3,xxv. 13, xmii. 29,34, xxxvii. 
: 9,11. See Whitby’s appendix to Mat. xxiv. and 
Dr. Campbell’s Notes on Mat. ii. 6, and Luke ii, 1.— 
Supposing John to have written the Revelation solate as 
96, which is by no means probable, he might notwith- 
standing use the words of Christ, seeing the great de- 
struction of the Jews by Adrian, was still fature. But 
the evidence is in favor of that hypothesis which fixes 
the date of the Apocalypse to the reign of Claudius or 
Nero.—The style of this book is much fuller of He- 
braisms, than that of the gospel, consequently written 
soon after John left Judea, where he had been accus- 
tomed to speak Syriac. He calls the governors of the 
churches angels, but Paul in his first epistle to Timo- 
thy about the year 63 calls them bishops, which title 
was ever after retained in the churches, consequently 
the Revelation was written before the epistle to Timo- 
thy. Epiphanius affirms that John prophesied in the 
reign of Claudius Cesar, and his opinion appears to be 


_ confirmed by allusions in the Revelation, to the tem- 


ple and altar as then standing. The title of the Sy- 
riac version of this book, which at least shows the opin- 


,ion of the churches of Syria, .is, *“* The Revelation 


made to John the Evangitist, by God, in the isle of Pat- 
mos, where he was banished by Nero the Cwsar.”°— 
Hence we have sufficient reason to conclude, that John 
wrote the Revelation before the destruction of Jerusa- 
lem; and that the references to the day of Judgment, 
coming of Christ, and passing away of the heavens, 
were allusions to the abolition of theJewish dispensation 

2. The manner of Christ’s comix. The text de- 
clares, he shall be revealed, a flame in fire—i. e. in 
great splendor, like a flame of fire. 

The word Phlogos, is in approsition with Kuriou, and 
words put in apposition mean the same person or thing. 
Hence the Lord Jesus is here called a flame by fire.— 
But as the word is derived from Phlego, which signi- 
fies to shine, as well as to burn, the phrase may mean 
no more than that as the brightness of fire, or in fiery 
brightness, the Lord Jesus should be revealed from 
heaven. As Paul was a Jew, he adopted the language 
of their prophets Joel and Malachi, who had called the 





ii. 2, Jer. xxiii. 20, Dan. ii. 44, Hoseaiii. 5. Peter 
applies the last days of Joel’s prophecy to the time of | 
Christ. Acts ii. 17. 2 Peter iii. 3. The other apos-| 
tles use the same phraseology, 
epoch. 1 John ii. 18. Jude 17, . | 
Dr. Pocock justly observes, that by the latter days 


2 Tim. iii. 1, 2. 


time of Christ’s coming to destroy the Jewish nation, 
the great and bright day of the Lord. Joebii. 31, Mal. 


‘iv. 5. Isaiah predicted that the breath of his lips: 
to denote the same} should slay the wicked, and Paul citing his words, de-| ‘noise ; 


clares, the Lord shall consume the wicked with the! 
breath of his mouth. Isa. xi. 4. 2 Thes. ii. 8. 


NO, 34, 


Shechinah, or glory of the Lord which abode between 
the cherubim in the temple, was the appearance of « 
flame of fire. The person who appeared to Ezekiel in 
vision, was surrounded with brightness which was the 
glory of the Lord ; end the brightness was as the ap- 
pearance of fire. Chap. i. 27, 28. The appearance 
also of the creatures which drew the triumphal car of 
Jehovah, was as a flash of lightning. and as burning 
coals of fire, like the appearance of lamps; and out ef 
the fire went forth lightning ; and the whole appear- 
ance of Jehovah’s train was as fire enfolding itself, and 
a brightness round about it. Fx. i. 4,13, 14. At the 
translation of Elijah, there appeared horses and chariots 
of fire. 2 Kings ii. 11. Elisha was surrounded with 
horses and chariots of fire, as an emblem of the divine 
presence and protection. 2 Kings vi. 17. The throne 
of the Ancient of Days was like a fiery flame, and the 
wheels like a flame of fire. Dan. vii.9. The seven 
spirits before the throne appeared like lamps burning 
with fire. Rev. iv. 5. Malachi prophesied that Chris! 
should be a refiner’s fire; and our Lord foretold, that 
as lightning shineth from the east towards the west, sc 
should the coming of the Son of man be. Mal. iii. 2. 
Mat. xxiv. 27. Luke xvii. 24. 

We may therefore safely conclude the apostle had 
these predictions full in view, when he wrote my text, 
and described the coming of Christ, as the appearance 
of fire. Indeed our Lord foretold he would come in 
the glory of his Father; but the glory of the Father 
was always manifested to the Jews by a brightness or 
appearance of fire. Hence the firery brightness de- 
notes the majesty of Christ, and not his judgments ; 
much less can it denote a material fire designed to de- 
vour his enemies! ‘Though the severe judgments of 
the Deity be sometimes represented in the scriptures, 
under the notion of fire, streams of fire, or a furnace of 
fire ; yet this is not the design of the metaphor in my 
text; forthe glory of Christ, and not his judgments. 
are indicated by the flame. 

Innumerable passages of the sacred writ show the 
fiery brightness attending the manifestation of Jehovah, 
or his messengers, to be an emblem of majesty, and 
not of vengeance. 

3. The signs of Christ’s coming. The shaking ofthe 





Mal- moon not giving her light; 


heavens; the heavens passing away with a great 
the elements melting with fervent heat; the 
earth and its works burned up; the sun darkened ; the 
and the stars falling from 


most Jewish and Christian commentators understood achi says, Behold the day cometh that shall burn as ‘heaven ; ; great earthquakes; fearful sights, and signs 
an oven, and all that do wickedly shall be stubble, and | in the heavens; famines and pestilence ; the sea and 


the days of the Messiah, who is called in the Sept. | 
Vers. Isa. ix. 6, Pater aionis Mellontis, Father of the! 
age to come. 
Moreover, the Hebrews alw ays use the plural number, | 


according to the idiom of the sacred writers, last days, 
when used to denote the time of the Messiah, mean 
Only last day in the singular. Hence John calls the 
same period of time, last day, last hour, John xi. 24, 
1 John ii. 18. Consequently last day, in scriptural 
language, means the whole or any part of the christian 
era. This objection therefore arises from ignorance of 
the lauguage of scripture, and cannot militate against 
the time I have fixed for the coming of Christ. 
sult Simpson’s Essays on the language of scripture. | 

Objection third. In Mat. xxiv. 30, and Rev. i. 17, 





it is said, all the tribes of the earth shall moura, when 
they see the Son of man coming in the clouds of heaven. 
in Jewish avd prophe tic language, | 


e Jagd of Judea. 


"o this we reply : 


‘he earth is often limited to ‘et Isa. Xi 


‘the day shall burn them. Mal. iv. 1. 
See Whitby on Heb. vi. 5, et alibi.—-, same event, the Psalmist says—A devouring fire shall | 11, 25, 26, and 2 Peter iii. 10. These are highly met- 


| go before Jehovah. Psalm 1. 3. | _aphorical expressions which frequently occur in the sa- 


to express, honor, dignity, and emphasis :—there fore | told, that Christ should burn up the chaff with fire un-| cred scriptures. 


Con- |; 
| 
Jewish scriptures. 


fire--i. e. the glory of h 


Alluding to the | 
John the Baptist fore- 


quenchable. Mat. iii. 12. And Paul warns the Corin- 
thians, that the day should be revealed by firé, which 
should try every man’s work. 1 Cor. iii. 12. These 
passages of scripture seem to mark the severity of that 


‘condemnation which befe] the ancient people of God, 


on account of their unbelief and apostacy. 
Notwithstanding, the appearance of Christ a 
brightness was not designed to indicate a wrathful or 
avenging disposition, but merely the dignity and glory 
This will readily be admitted 


sa fiery 


of his person and office. 


‘by all who attentively consider the language of the 


When Jehovah appeared on Sinai, 
the mounlains burned with fire. Ex. xix. 18. Deut. 
There he showed Israel his great 
Deut ix. 36. The 


iv. 11, and ix. 15. 
's majesty. 


the waves thereof roaring. Mat. xxiv. 29. Luke xxi. 


Of them the truly learned Jewish 
Rabbi, Maimonides thus observes, ‘** these expressions 
are proverbial, importing the destruction or utter ruin 
ofa people or nation.”? Artemidorus says, “the sun 
darkened or turned into blood, and stars falling, imply 
in prophetic language, the destruction of many peo- 
ple.”> Whitby’s Com. vol. 1, gen. pref. 

Bishop Warbarton, Jolian, B. 1. C. ¥, observes, the 
kingdom of Christ sueceeded the Jewish theocracy ; 
and till the Jewish law was abolished in which the 
Father presided as king, the reign of the Son conld not 
take place ; because the sovereignty of Christ over 
men, was the sovereighty of the Father over the Jews, 
transferred and extended. This being the most im- 
portant era, in the economy of grace, and the most aw- 
ful revolution in all God’s religious dispensations, we 























«ee the elesncas pede oles rms to denote 
so greatean vent, ‘to - ct the destruction of 
Jesusalen, by which it was eflécted. Forin the old 
prophetic language, the change or fall of principalities 
and powers, whether spiritual or civil, is signified by 
‘he shaking of the heavens aud the earth; darkening of 
the sun and -moon, and the falling of the stars. The 
-ise and establishment of new kingdoms or empires, by 
provessiohs in the clouds of heaven, by the sounding of 
‘rumpets, and the assembiing together of hosts and 
nations.” 

This perfectly acceunts for the gathering of the elect; 
the awakening of the dead; the meeting of the Lord 
ia the air; and the sounding of the trumpet ; all im- 
plying the establishment of Christ ianity or the kingdom 
of Jesus on the ruins of the Jewish dispensation. 

‘The same venerable writ**, Div. Leg. vol. ii. b. 4, 
says, ** This language was borrowed from the ancient 
hieroglyphics, in which the sun, moon and stars, were 
used to represent states and empires, kings, queens, 
and nobility ; their eclipse or extinction, denoted tem- 
porary disasters, or their entire overthrow. In like 
manner, the holy prophets called kings and empires 
by the names of the heavenly luminaries. Their mis- 
fortunes and overthrow were represented by eclipses 
and extanction; stars falling from the firmament, are 
employed to denote the destruction of the nobility. In 
one word, the prophetic style seems to be a kind of 
speaking hieroplyphic.” 
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lightnings, terrible thunderings; roarings of the sca, 
and quakings of the earth... That armies were seen Im 
the clouds, in battle array, and c passing the city ;- 
and that a comet pointed its fiery tail down upon the 
city, for a whole year, portending «ts ruin. L. 7, ch. 
31. Tacitus, the Roman historian, says, the tempie 
seemed to.be in flames, by fire issuing from the clouds. 
L. 5, p. 621. 

Though some of the signs of our Lord’s coming were 
literally fulfilled, because without a figure they were 
described in the prediction ; yet the description in geu- 
eral is highly symbolical. ‘ihat the stars falling irom 
heaven, emblematically represented the overthrow of 
the Jewish rulers and teachers, evidently appears from 
the following passages of scripture. Daniel says, the 
little horn waxed great, even to the host of heaven, 
and cast down some of the host, and of the stars to the 
ground, and stamped upon them. Chap. viii. 10. Isa- 
iah describes the king of Babylon as saying, I will as- 
cend into heaven, I will exalt my throne above the 
stars of God. Ch. xiv. 13. The tail of the great red 
dragon drew the third part of the stars of heaven, and 
cast them tothe earth. Rey. xii. 4. I need not multi- 
ply citations to prove that stars were symbols of relig- 
ious teachers. ‘The single reference to Rev. i. 20, is 
abundantly sufficient. Dr. Lightfoot and Dr. Ham- 
mond, having referred the language of Peter, concern- 
ing the coming of Christ, in the 3d chapter of his 2d 
epistle, to the destruction of Jerusalem ; and Mr. Le 





Maimonides assigns the following reason for such 
phraseology. “* As Isaiah, ch. xxx. 26, speaking of such 
is had been conquered, says, their sun and moon have | 
‘ost their light; so he says also of conquerors; their 
san and moon increase their light. For experience 
proves that the eyes of men, in great misery, grow dim, | 
and do not see the light in its full splendor ; the nerves 
heing weakened, by want of spirits. On the other 
and, when by joy the soul is enlarged, and the ani- 
mal spirits are conveyed in abundance to the organs of 
vision, the sun and light appear greater than before.” 

Let us now look into our bibles and we shall see 
‘hese opinions both confirmed and illustrated. Isaiah 
predicting the destruction of Babylon, ch. xiii. 10, says, 
‘S The stars of heaven and the constellations thereof 
shall not give their ght ; the sun shall be darkened in 
his going forth ; and the moon shall not cause her light | 
to eh > Again. describing the destruction of Idu- 
mea, he says, ch. xxxiv. 5, ** All the host of hearen, 
shall be dissolved ; and the heavens shall be rolled to- 
gether as ascroll; and ali their hosts shall fall as the 
ieaf falleth from the vine, and as the falling fig from the 

fig-tree.” Ezekiel foretels the destruction of Egypt, in} 
the following language, ch. xxxii. 7, 8. ** I will cover | 
the heaven and make the stars thereof dark ; I will cover | 
the sun with a cloud, and the moon shall not give her’ 
tight. All the bright lights of heaven will I make dark 
ove thee, and sci darkness upon thy land, saith the Lord | 
God.” Joet describing the destruction of Jerusalem, 
adopts similar terms, ch. ii. 10. 30,31. “ The earth’ 
shal} quake before them, (i. e. the Romans ;) the heav- | 
ens shall tremble, the sun and the moon shall be dark- ' 
ened, and the stars withdraw their shining. | will show 
wonders in the heavens, and on the earth blood and 
fire, and pillars of smoke. The sun shall be turned 


ame.’ 





into darkness, and the moon into blood, before the! 
manifestly shows that this language was descriptive of 


great and terrible day of the Lord come.” Now as 


Peter applies part of Joel’s prophecy to the events of | 


the day of Pentecost, and Joel declares that in those 
same days and that time the other signs should be 
manifested, we have no reason to protract the remain- 
ing part of the prophecy longer than the destruction of 
Jerusalem, which followed soon afterwards. 

In allusion to the above prophecies, especially that 
of Joel, our Lord predicted fearful signs, and shakings 
of the earth and heavens. But as several of the signs, 
foretold by our Lord, were designed to warn the disci- 
ples, many of them literally happened. So Josephus, 
i.. 4, ch. 17, informs us of a dreadful tempest, frequent 





‘ 
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Clerc having exposed the fanciful application of this 
chapter and some other parts of scripture to an imagi- 
nary future general judgment yet to come; Dr. Whit- 
by seemed somewhat offended, yet promised to be 
more friendly with his learned opponents, in his com- 
mentary on the gospels. He admits the application of 
Peter’s predictions to the destruction or Anti-christ, 
Rey. xvii. ch. After which, in his opinion, follow the 
new heavens and the new earth. But had the Dr. 
sufficiently considered the subject, and maintained 
consistency in his own theories, he would have been 
forced to admit that the new heaven and new earth 
denoted that new order of things which succeeded the 
abolition of the Jewish heaveus and earth, or ecclesi- 
astical civil politics. ‘Then all the elements of that 
dispensation melted with fervent heat, and the heav- 
ens, or Mosaic dispensation, passed away with a great 
noise. ‘This great event was undoubtedly the object 
of Haggai’s prophecy, ch. ii. 7, cited by Paul, Heb. 
xii. 26, where, and on 2 Thes. ii. 1, Whitby entirely 
concedes the disputed ground to his opponents by re- 
marking that ** this shaking of the heavens and earth 
cannot mean the subversion of the material world, but 
is a metaphor, u:ually adopted by the prophets to de- 
note the entire overthrow of a state or kingdom.”? No 
man can be surprised by the Jd chapter of Peter’s 2 
epistle, who reads the following scriptures—lIsa. xiii. 
13, I will shake the heavens, and the earth will re- 
move out of her place, in the day of his fierce anger. 
Ps. Ixxvii. 18. The voice of thy thunder was in the 
heavens, the lightuings lightened the world, the earth 
trembled and shook. Isa. xxiv. 19,20. The earth is 
utterly broken down, the earth is clean dissolved and 
moved like a cottage. Jer. iv. 23, 24. I beheld the 
earth, andlo! it was without form and void; the heav- 
eus and the earth badnolight. Now the context most 


the destruction of uations; aud if ever such language 
}apply to the subvession of any people, certainly to the 
Jewish. About 2,000,000 perished in the city of Je- 
rusalem, by ‘litus, and inthe eighteenth year of Tra- 
jan, the Jews having made sedition inLybia,Egypt,and 
| Mesopotamia, that war, says Eusebius, Hist. Eccl. L. 
- 1, c. 12, extinguished pollas muriadas Joudaion, many 
myriads of the Jews. From the 16th to the 18th of 
Adrian, they again rebelled, and then were almost ut- 
i terly exterminated, and prohibited ever to return to 
‘Judea. Oy attempting to recover their favored coun- 
try, he ordered their ears to be cut off, their bodies to 





be marked as rebels, and dispersed them as slayes 
through all the provinces of the empire. According to 
the best authorities, more perished in the war against 
Adrian, than in the destruction of Jerusalem by Titus, 
Thus was awfully accomplished, the prediction of our 
i Lord, Wherever the carcass, 





the Jewish people, is, 
ore rill th < i é a 

there will the eagles, the Roman army, be gathered 

together. Luke xvit. 37. 
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From the Religious Inquirer. 





* Gre not my ways equal ? Are not your ways unequal.» 
Ezekiel xviii, 25, 

It would be hard to conceive that a self-existent, 
independent, all-wise and all-powerful being, should 
be under any necessity of exercising partiality to- 
wards created, dependent, finite existences. It would 
be equally hard to conceive that such a being could 
possess the disposition to be thus partial without ne. 
cessity. Hence reason would lead us to the conclu- 
sion, a priori, that the ways of Deity must be equal, 
In conformity with so rational a conclusion, we find 
the Deity claiming to be equal in his ways, im the 
scripture which heads this article, ‘* Are not my Ways 
equal ?”? is a challenge given by the Supreme to those 
rebellious creatures who were wont, perversely, to 
represent the conduct of Deity ina different light. 
The house of Israel, it seems, were in the proverbial 
use of the saying, ‘The way of ihe Lord is not equal.” 
It appears to me that the rebellious house of Israel, in 
thus falsely representing the ways of Jehovah, were 
actuated by a disposition very congenial with that of 
many modern professors of christianity. It appears to 
me that those who maintain that the Creator will se- 
lect a part of Ais sinful creatures and make them the 
subjects of his eternal favour, and reject the remaind- 
er, though but equally sinful, and make them the sub- 
jects of his eternal displeasure, do emphatically say, 
** The way of the Lord is not equal.”> According to 
the opinions of such people, two persons may live to 
the age of, say, seventy years, in a state of equal mor- 
al depravity, in the equal practice of iniquity, and 
yetthe one, by repenting but one moment before 
death, and that in consequence of the irresistible in- 
fluence of the divine Spirit, will make an eternity of 
happiness secure, while the other, for the want only 
of that momentary exercise, which he had not the 
power, of himself, to perform, will involve himself in 
endless wretcheduess and wo. The one,in such a case 
is eternally blessed in consequence of a gracious act 
of God ; and the other is eternally cursed for the want 
of that gracious act of God. Do not people, who say 
such things, say, in the most emphatical mauner, 
** The way of the Lord is not equal” ? 

Again—It is agreed by all professing christians, that 
the period will arrive when the Jews, with the fulness 
of the Gentiles, will be brought to embrace the gospel, 
according to Paul’s representation in the 11th chapter 
of Romans. It is agreed that all both Jews and Gen- 
tiles, who will then be alive on the earth, will be sa- 
ved. Buta vast majority of christians, while they 
profess to believe this, profes also to believe that all 
persons, both of Jews and Gentiles, who will have had 
the misfortune to die, at any time previous to the peri- 
od alluded to, without experiencing the same benefit 
of being brought to embrace the gospel, will, for the 
want of this benefit, which God alone can confer, be 
eternally excluded from God’s mercy—will be eternal- 
ly damned and tormented. Ii people, who profess to 
believe this, be asked whether those Jews and Gentiles 
who happen to be alive on the earth when God performs 
the work of causing them to embrace the gospel, are 
not, up to that period, as sinful, depraved, and wicked, 
as those who will have previously deceased, they will 
answer inthe affirmative. If they be asked, why then 
should the living cves be saved, and the dead ones be 
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jamned eternally, they will say—-what? Candid rea- 
der 1 cannot tell you what they say ; for although I 
have conversed with many, both priests and laymen, 
on this topic, | cannot tell what answers they give, 
(hongh you know they always say something, whether 
it be to the purpose or not, But, I tell you, I cannot 
conceive what answer can be given to the question, 
without plainly and positively asserting that the way 
of the Lord is not equal. Why God should, at a cer- 
tain period, save all Jews, and all Gentiles, who hap- 
pen to be alive on the earth, and damn, eternally; all 
who may then happen to be dead, appears tome whol- 
jy unacountable, unless the Jews spoke the truth when 
they said, * The way of the Lord is not equal.’ It cer- 
tainly cannot appear to be any jnst reason for damning, 
eternally, millions of dependent creatures merely be- 
oause they had it not in their power to keep alive, in 
the flesh, until the arrival of the day of salvation. More- 
over, I can see no reason why those who depart this life, 
under the circumstances stated, should be liable, at 
most, to suffer any more, punishment than those will 
have suffered who shall be alive previous to their sal- 
JOHN BROOKS, 


vation. 
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BALFOUR’S INQUIRY. 


A wonx with this title has just been issued from the 
press of Gro. Davinson, Charlestown. It is a large 
octavo volume of 448 pages, and is very handsomely 
printed upon good paper. The writer of this article, 
in the little leisure time which has been allotted him 
since the work came ont, has perused it, with a high 
degree of pleasure and profit. The path in which the 
writer has travelled has not received the impress of fre- 
quent footsteps. It isin many respects new; and this 
vives it additional interest. 

It appears by the account the author has heretofore 
given, that he was first led to doubt the truth of the 
doctrine of endiess misery, by reading Prof. Srvarr’s 
Letters to Mr. (now Dr.) Channing. Mr. BALFrour 
was much esteemed by his orthodox brethren; and it 
would be strange if there were not some things, which 
would have prevailed over a man of flexible principles, 
to excite a prejudice in favor of the doctrine of endless 
The following extract from his work will be 
appropriate in this place. ‘* How far J am correct,” 
says he, “* my readers must judge for themselves. 1 
hope they will, on the one hand, guard against receiv- 
ing my error, if it be one, and on the other, beware of 
rejecting my view, if true, from prejudices of education. 
Under the influences of these prejudices, I began to ex- 
amine this subject, and have been obliged to relinquish 
my former views of Gehenna, from the force of the 
evidence I have already stated, and which I have yet 
to adduce on this subject.” We here see what we 
seldom see,—a man of learning, piety and respectabil- 
ity, surrounded by his orthodox friends, with whom he 
had formed the most endearing associations, and whose 
affection for him, we trust, has not decreased ; we see 
this man brought to doubt the truth of a doctrine he 
has advocated for years. And we see him sit down 
With the determination of knowing, if possible, wheth- 
er he has long advocated truth or falsehood, Fvery 
thing conspires to induce him to give every argument 
brought in defeuce of the doctrine of punishment in 
the future state its greatest weight; and allow no ar- 


misery. 


sument in favor of the opposite doctrine more influence 
“pon his mind, than it justly deserved. We see his pre- 
Judices in array against him. He says, in a eommuni- 
ation to a correspondent published before the Inquiry, 
“Thad formerly belicved that Universal Salvation 
Wasa very pernicious error: Until I, therefore, had 
“fen sufficient evideuce to convince me, that | was 





IST MA 
mistaken, it would ill become a candid Inquirer after 
Truth, not to use all proper means to avoid (believing) 
it.” ‘* On the other hand,” says he, “ I was not us- 
ing means merely to avoid this, if it was an error, but 
was also using means to ascertain if this might not be 
truth; and that I had formerly been mistaken.”,— We 
have seen this man’s prejudices run so high, as to in- 
duce him to say, ‘¢ J fear that if 1 am an honest man, 
I must be an Universalist.» After all, we have seen 
him pursue his inquiry until he was convinced that the 
doctrine he had before advocated was false. Bat now 
comes what would have been the bitterest part for 
some people, he avows his convictions to his congrega- 
tion and the world. He says in the Inquiry, after 
having written at length concerning Mat. x. 28, and 
given his reasons for not believing that by Gehenna 
was meant a place of misery in the future state, “‘with 
such weight of evidence pressing on my mind, how 
could I do otherwise than honestly avow the convic- 
tions which this evidence has produced, without vio- 
lating my conscience, and forfeiting all claims to an 
honest-minded man ?°? 

We here have an instance of what the force of evi- 
dence will do with a man of principle. Who will not 
say that Mr. Balfour began his Inquiry under circum- 
stances disadvantageous to Universalism? Who will 
say that he believed without evidence? Who can say 
that he did not give every objection to it the fullest 
consideration, and every argument against it its great- 
est weight? No pecuniary views could have the least 
influence to make him an Universalist. We must re- 
gard his conversion as a triumph of principle. 

The Inquiry which Mr. Balfour has published con- 
sists of two chapters, divided into a number of sections. 
In the first section of the first chapter all those passa- 
ges of scripture are considered, in which the Hebrew 
word Sheol occurs, which is rendered, in the common 
version, pit, grave and hell. It is here distinctly shown, 
by a variety of clear and striking arguments, that She- 
ol had no reference to a place of punishment in a fu- 
ture state, We should be happy to quote many of 
these arguments in this place, but we hope the readers 
of the Magazine will all avail themselves of the privi- 
lege of reading the work. In this part of his Inquiry, 
he says, ** another fact equally certain is, that not on- 
‘ly are the words eternal, everlasting, or forever, omit- 
ted in speaking of Sheol, or hell, but this place is not 
spoken about as a place of misery, at all. Whether 
Sheol is translated pit, grave, or hell, in not one of the 
passages, is it described as a place of misery or punish- 
ment for the wicked, or for any one else. Before 
there need to be any dispute, whether the punishment 
in this place is to be of eternal duration, we have got 
first to prove, that it is a place of punishment.” 

The next section of this chapter is devoted to the 
consideration of all the passages of scripture in which 
the Greek word Hades accurs. This word answers to 
the Hebrew Sheol.. In translating Sheol, the LXX 
have almost invariably used Hades. Hades occurs 
just eleven times in the New Testament, and is ren- 
dered, in the common version, once grave, and ten 
times hell. Mr. Balfour contends that this word origi- 
nally had no reference to a place of future torment.— 
The account of the rich man in Luke xvi. 23, he con- 
tends is a parabolic representation. [He admits that 
our Lord might here allude to what he calls the heath- 
en notion of punishment after death, but not to recognize 
this notion as truth, any more than he recognised the 
god mammon, when he said, ** ye cannot serve God 
and mammon ;” or Paul the doctrine of witchcraft, 
when he said, ** O foolish Galatians, who hath be- 
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After considering all the passages in which Hades oc- 
curs, Mr, B. says, “* These are all the passages in 
which the New Testament writers use the word Hades, 
and which is once translated grave, and ten times heil 
in the common version. We think all must admit 
that it is never used to express a place of endless mis- 
ery ; and some evidence has been given that it is ney- 
er used to express a place of punishment of any 
kind.” 

The 3d section is devoted to the consideration of 2 
Peter ii. 4, in which, and which only the word Tarta- 
rus occurs. Dr. Campbell observes that the Jews, af- 
their intercourse with the heathen, came to conceive 
of Hades as including different sorts of habitations for 
ghosts of different characters. They did not receive 
of the heathen the term Elysium,to signify those ‘parts 
of Hades peopled by good spirits, but they used the 
word Paradise and the phrase,Abrahaim’s bosom. But 
they did not decline the use of the word Tartarus.— 
By this they signified that part of Hades in which evil 
spirits were confined. If we can believe Dr. C 
bell, it is indisputable that the Jews learned their doc- 
trine of punishment in Hades from the heathens with 
whom they had intercourse. The word Juriarus, as 
we have hinted, occurs but once in the Bible, and 
then in one of those books whose genuineness, says Eu- 
sebius, Hist. Eccl. lib. iii. had been disputed by the 
early christian writers. Dr, Lardner says of these dis- 
puted books, **‘ They should be allowed to be public- 
ly read in Christian Assemblies, for the edification of 
the people, but not to be alleged as affording alone suf- 
ficient proof of any doctrine.” Lardner’s Hist. of the 
Apostles, Vol. i. Ch. ii. The authors of the improved 
version say, ‘‘ Some have thought the Ist and 3d chap- 
ters (of the 2d epistle of Peter) genuine, but from the 
difference of style have doubted of the second.” Ina 
note on 2 Peter ii. 4, in which Tartarus occurs, they 
further say,—** 1. The epistle itself is of doubtful au- 
thority. 2. From the change of style this is the most 
doubtful portion of the epistle. 2. By those who admit 
the genuineness of the epistle, this chapter is supposed 
to have been a quotation from some ancient apochra- 
phal book, and the apostle might not mean to give au- 
thority to the doctrine, but to argue with his readers 
upon known and allowed principles. See Sherlock's 
Diss. and Benson and Doddridge’s Introductions to this 
epistle.”” If Peter was the author of the passage to 
which this note belongs, he may have used Tartarus 
emblematically, without any intention to recognise the 
notions of the heathen as true. Our Lord undoubted- 
ly, in the parable of the rich man, uses Hades in this 
way. As the heathen used Tartaras, it might be made 
a striking emblem of darkness. They looked upon 
itas a deep, dark place. Hesiod representsit as black 
Tartarus. We find it called, in Pope’s translation of 
Homer, “the deep T'artarean gulph,” and “ murky 
Tartarus.”> The apostle speaks of delivering the an- 
gels that sinned ‘* info chains of darkness,”’ which the 
authors of the improved version interpret to mean, “‘ju- 
dicial blindness of mind.’? The doctrine of future 
punishment, so important as it is represented to be, 
would not we think, if true, be rested upon such proof 
as this. At any rate, we do not fee} satisfied to re- 
ceive it upon such ‘“ precarions evidence.”’ As ortho- 
dox writers acknowledge that Tartarus does not refer 
to a place of endless punishment, it was not necessary’ 
in the Inquiry, that much time should be spent io as- 
certaining whether it referred to that. After making 
an interesting quotation from M. Le Clerc’s religion of 
From the 
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the ancient Greeks, Mr. Balfour says, ** 2d. 
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after death in Tartarus was believed by the heathen 





witched you:’? or any more than we, when we say, 
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such an one has got St. Anthony’s fire, another St. Vi- | 
tu’s dance, recognise the influence of these saints in ; 


cenerally, yet the better iuformed among them did net 
beliere “ in the fibles of hell,” but turned them into 
ridicule. Juvena!l took no part im those Pinions of the 
vulgar; and Virgil says‘ it was the province of phi- 
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which was invented by heathens, 
contempt by their own wisest men, 
mental article inthe faith of christians 
to be accounted for? 3d, 1 may just add, that when 
‘the heathen were made converts tothe Christian faith, 
all allow, that many of their previous notions were soon 
incorporated with it. 
ous views held by the Jewish converts, laid a founda- 





tion for such a corruption of Christianity, which, if it | endless misery in Gehenna is considered. 
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coming on the Jewish nation, dur- 

‘ing that generation. If ever the context of any pas- 

decided in what sense the writer used a word or 
e, it is entirely decided in the ove before us.” 

| In the fifth section, as we have said, the arguments 

‘arising from the Apochrypha and Targums, in favor of 

It is rather 
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were not attested by evidence indisputable, could not |laughable that the apocrypha should be quoted to es- 


be believed. That punishment in Hades, or Tartarus, 


after death, is not a part of this corruption of Christiani- | found in it. 


ty derived from the heathen, at least deserves to be 
seriously considered. The evidence we have adduced, 
proving that it is, we submit to the readers’s judgment. 
To conclude this chapter, We have shown, that neith- 


itablish the use of Gehenna, when the word is not 
Gehenna is found in the T'argums. But 
are we sure that the Targumists used Gehenna for a 
place of future misery? Is this certain? Let any one 
read Ruth ii. 12, and Isaiah xxxiii. 14, the places in 
l\the Targums to which Whitby and Parkhurst refer us, 


er Sheol, Hades, nor Tartarus, is ever used by the sa- | and see if he ‘can make this out certainly. If they did 


cred writers to signify a place of endless misery for the 
wicked. This was all we were bound to do, in oppos- 
ing the common opinion on this subject. But we have 
aleo shown. that this opinion originated with the heath- 
en; and that the Jews learned it from them. To in- 
validate the evidence which has been produced, the 
very reverse must be proved.” 

The latter section concludes the first chapter of the 
inquiry. The second chapter is divided into seven 
sections. In the first, are remarks upon Dr. Camp- 
bell’s views of Gehenna; in the second and fourth, a 
number of striking and interesting facts are stated, 


% showing that Gehenna was not used by the New His time will not be unprofitably spent. The consid- | 


Testament writers to express a place of endless mis- 
ery:’’ In the third all those passages of scripture in 
which Gehenna occurs, are considered: In the fifth, 
“‘ the argument arising from the Apochrypha and Tar- 


| use Gehenna to signify a place of eternal misery, the 


people had not learned this sense from them at the 
‘time of our Lord’s ministry. For the Targums were 
not written until about the time of Christ. From Pri- 
deaux we learn, that the Jewish writers say that On- 
kelos who was the author of the most ancient Targum, 
assisted at the funeral of Gamaliel, who was Paul’s 
master, so that the Targums could not have been writ- 
ten long before Christ. The Jews then could not have 
been liable to understand Christ by Gehenna, to mean 
a place of future punishment. The reader must con- 
\ sult the Inquiry for the best of ideas upon this subject. 





eration of objections, and the conclusion of the work 
| constitute the contents of the sixth and seventh which 
are the last sections in this chapter, and in the book. 
Some new objections are started, and some old ones 
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Disrob’d of their beauties, and rob 
sures, 

In the drear waste of winter, look sad and forlorn, 

The green shady grove, where the little birds carrol’d 

And chaunted their merry notes, blithesome and yay, 

Now echo the howlings of old blust’ring Winter, 

And dance to the sound of his discordant lay. 


— er, 
*d of their trea. 


The sea-fowl is screaming, the gale gathers fury, 
The ocean resounds with its terrific roar, 

The rough surging waves to the clouds are ascendins 
And lashing with vengeance the trembling shore, me 
The sailor, that merrily sang to the zephyr, 

Or cheerfully tugg’d to the sound of “heave'o 1» 
Now lash’d to the helm, or at the pump toiling, 
Exchanges his glee for dejection and woe. 





*Tis thus the drear winter with his cheerless retinue, 

Changes the scene on the land and the sea, 

O’erspreads, with its gloom, the fair visage of nature, 

And yet, I confess, he has pleasures for me. 

When far from my home, through the white, fleecy 
snow drift, é 





| Mid the cold driving storm I am pond’ring my way, 

| The thoughts of my “ Fire-side” repel all its fury, 

| And light up the gloom with the aspect of day. 

| When, arriv’d at my dwelling, | meet the fond greet. 

ing 

| Of my wile and my pratiles, thongh humble my eot, 

| With a clear blazing fire, and the smile of content- 

ment, 

|I heed not the tumult that races withont. 

Throngh the grove and the forest, the garden and o- 
chard, 


gums, in favor of endless misery in Gehenna or Hell,” _answered with new and striking thoughts. We cheer-| The late flow’ry meadow, and grassy green plain, 
is considered The sixta is devoted to the answering | fully recommend the whole work to the candid atten-; Are cheerless and waste—yet, by anticipation, 
of objections,—and the seventh to the author’s con- | tion of the religious community. We recommend it to I see them all verdant and cheerful again. 


cluding remarks, 
The remarks upon Dr. Campbell's views of Gehen- 


where these remarks are found, the true sense in which 


the Old Testament writers use Ge hinnom (Gehenna) | inspired writers sought for, in their use of the words, | j trudge o’er the bleak 
We wish the | 


or tophet,is shown. Remarking upon its emblemati- 
cal use, Mr. B. says, “‘ it is evident that they made 
tophet an emblem of punishment, and of future pun- 
ithment, but, not of future eternal punishment in anoth- 
er state of existence. ‘This all will admit without any 
hesitation. It is equally evident that they made it an 
emblem of fufure temporal punishment to the Jews as a 
nation. Not a word is dropped, that this punishment 
was to be in a future state of existence, or of eternal 
duration. No; it is a punishment of a temporal na- 
ture, in this world. It is a prediction of miseries to be 
endured by the Jews, for their sins. It is not mention- 
ed as a punishment for wicked men generally, or for 
Jews and Gentiles indiscriminately. No; the Jews, 
and they as a nation, were to suffer this punishment.” 
By a comparison of our Saviour’s celebrated prophecy 
concerning the destruction of Jerusalem, with quota- 
tions from Jeremiah, Mr. Balfour makes it appear per- 
fectly evident, that Jeremiah used tophet as an em- 
blem of the very miseries of which our Saviour prophe- 
sied; thus illustrating Christ’s awful interrogation 
to the Jews, ‘* Ye serpents, ye generation of vipers ! 
how can ye escape the damnation of Gehenna 2” 

The facts contained in the second and fourth sec- 
tions prove, we should think beyend controversy, that 
Gehenna was not used by the sacred writers to ex- 
press a place of punishment in the future state. 

The facts contained in these two sections are very 
strong evidence that Gehenna has no reference at all 
to punishment in another world. And when we re- 
view the section where all those passages in which 
Gehenna occurs are considered, the evidence of this 
appears irresistible. Concerning Mat. xxiii. 33, Mr. 
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B. says, ** It isnow seen that the context of this pas- 


our friends and our opposers. The candid man who 


believes in a hell in the future state must find his faith | 
na are made in the spirit of charity. Yet the subject shaken before he gets through. W e do not expect to| and, in more genial chmates, their merry notes sing, 
is deeply penetrated, and the Dr.’s inconsistencies are ; 8° @0Y answer to this book ; but if we do, we hope to; Dame Nature, so pensive, enshrouded in sadness, 


clearly pointed out. In the latter part of the section | see its important arguments considered ; the body of | y¢¢ joy shall return, with the breath of the Spring. 
_its subject taken up ; we hope to see the sense of the | yp) 


| 


| Sheol, Hades, Tartarus and Gehenna, 
writer a full reward for his }abors, not only in a po- | 
cuniary, but a moral point of view: May he see 
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WINTER. 


The dark gloom is gath’ring, the snow flakes are falling, 
Rude Boreas comes, with his forces from far, 








The cold blast is whistling through valley and forest, | 
And rugged old winter has meunted his car. 

The fair face of Flora, so cheerful and smiling, 
That blushed in the garden, and smil’d in the field, 
In the rose and the tulip, the vilet and lily, 

Has lost its bright tints, and with sadness is veil’d. 
The bright sultry Summer its work has completed, 
And Autumn with plenty has brought up the rear, 
Now slowly retiring, resigns his mild sceptre, 

And gives up the throne to the rude Arctic Bear. 
From the North he approaches, aud sends us his greet- | 


og, | 





In the cold chilling blast, that sweeps over the plain, 
That howls in the woodlands, and roars in the valley, 
And scatters it rage on the bellowing Main. 

The clear purling rillet, that lately was pouring, 
Vhrough meadows and valiies, its murmuring strains, 
‘T'o silence is hush’d, for the grim, hoary tyraut, 


Has arrested its course with hiscold icy chains. 
The orchard that bow’d with its delicious burthen, 


| The field that was clothed with the “ green wavin 
corn,”? 
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rom the snow cover’d hill, | descry in the distance 
Book do much good in the religious world.-Dionysivs. | A tek 4 : 
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Though the warblers have ceased from their gay 
sprightly carols, 


hile shiv’ring and cold, with the chill blast of evening, 
plain, or through the dark glade, 
I behold in prospective the pleasures of Summer, 

And fancy reclines in the fresh, cooling shade, 





t, fairy form, tripping over the lawn, 


To the sound of the soft breathing lute she advances, 


And ‘scatters her sweets, with the dew of the morn. 
Clad in her green livery, deck’d with gay flowers, 
Her bright eyes reflecting the sun’s cheering ray, 
With a garland of roses, to bind up her tresses, 

Her features suffused with the blushes of May. 
Around her the red breast, the lark, and the linnet, 


| All cheerfully flutter and merrily sing, 


The little lambs frolic, and sport in the meadow, 
And greet, with their gambols, the goddess of spring:, 
I see the streams flowing, in gentle meanders, 
The murmuring rill gliding smoothly along, 


1 see the trees crown’d with their fragrant red, blos- 
soms, 


And hear, in their branches, the blithe matin song. 


It is thus, through the cloud, that we fondly look for- 
ward, 


And draw on the future to cheer the dull scene, 


| Fromrthe pleasures of hope, flow the joys of the pret 


ent, 
And make the rude winter look bright and serene. 
J. F. 

Milford, Jan. 26, 1824. 

——ED () 0 Cia ————— 

We are happy to state that the Rey. SEBASTIAN 
SPREFTER, of Portsmouth, N. H. bas received and ac- 
cepted a call from the First Universalist Society in this 
city, to become their Pastor. 


ae 





a ——— 





fcs~ The Subscribers of Mr. BALFOUR’S WORK 


are informed, that it is ready for delivery,—Also ior 
Sale (price $2,50) at this Office. 








